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Fulbright Asserts Rogers

F requently Withheld Data

Special to The New York Times

' WASHINGTON, March 4 —

Senator J. W. Fulbright of

. Arkansas charged today that
Secretary of Stat William P.)

Rogers had “all too often with-’
held information”on the was in
Indochina from the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee.

The Secretary, who only yes-
terday was defending himself

.against Senate charges that he
-had been eclipsed in power by

Henry A. Kissinger, the Presi-

- dent’s adviser on nationgl se-
cufity seemed taken aback by

the latest attack by a personal
friend on the Foreign Relations
Committee.

" Leaving a House Appropria-
tions subcommittee hearing, Mr.
Rogers declined comment on t

-Fulbright charge but immeci-

ately ordered an aide to get a

_eopy of the senator’s speech.

As examples of how Mr.

. Rogers had “withheid” informa-

tion, Senator Fulbright said that
“neither the Cambodian nor the
1.4btian intervention were made

" known to the Foreign Relations

- American  people
“United States has been conduc-

Committee in advance, although
on both occasions Secretary
Rogers had met with the com-
snittee shortly before the mili-
tary operations began, osten-
sibly to discuss those very sub-
jects.”

'+ Seeret War Charged
" In a speech he is to deliver

¥

{n the Senate tomorrow, Sena-

" tot Fulbright will cite as an-
“other example the failute of

the executive branch to make
“known to Congress and the
that the

ing a secret war in northern
Laos.” The Senator did not spe-
cifically blame Mr. Rogers for
withholding . this informmation
from the Foreign Relations

-Committee.

. Responding to the Fulbright
complaints, Robert J. McClos-
key, a State Department spoke-
man, said that Mr. Rogers had
“never failed to answer ques-
tions” by members of the For-
eign Relations Committee and
that “every answer given was
given truthfully and fully.” The
only information withheld, he
said, “had to do with impend-
ing military operations.”
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_and the Senator reportedly ex-

by Mr. Kissinger.

.. Following the release of the
Fulbright speech, Senate
sources disclosed, Mr. Rogers
also called Senator Fulbright,

plained that the main target of
his speech was not Mr. Rogers
but the growing influence of
Mr. Kissinger and his refusal
to appear before Congressional
committees.

‘Senator Fulbright, chairman
of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, also joined in the grow-)
ing complaint within the, com-
vitfee that Mr. RORErss
powers as Secretary of State
had been largely pre-empted

. Criticism by Symington

Senator Stuart Symington of
Missouri, another member o!

the committee, contended onj.

Tuesday that Mr. Kissinger had
. pecome “Secretary of State in

everything but title” and that|
as’ a result Mr, Rogers had be-|-

come a laughing-stock on the
Washington social circuit. The
Symington statement drew an
emphatic  denial_ _from the
‘White House, which said that

Président Nixon regarded Mr.}

Rogers as his “chief adviser on
foreign policy.”

Despite this White House
denial, Senator Fulbright re-
newed the charge today with
+he statement:

«power and influence in the
haking of foreign policy have
sassed largely out of the hands
W the State Department—|
which is accountable to Con-
;ress—into the hands of Mr.
Zigfinger’'s National. Security
“aidneil. staff, which is not,

< mocracy, = we

under the present practice, ac-
countable to Congress.

Senator Fulbright is sched-
uled to introduce tomorrow
legislation that would require
officials the executive
branch, when summoned, to
appear  before Congressional
committees even though they
may subsequently refuse to
testify about certain informa-
tion on the.ground of execu-
tive privilege. The legislation
is aimed in particular at Mr.
Kissinger, whom Senator Ful-
bright described as “the princi-
pal architect of our war policy
in Indochina.”

. Unlike Mr, Rogers, who Sen-
ator Fulbright observed at least
withheld information while ap-
pearing in person before the
committee, Mr. Kissinger has
refused repeated requests to
testify, even -informally and
privately, before the Foreign
Relations Committee, citing ex-
ecutive privilege as a member
of the President’s staff.

Senator Fulbright said the
purpose of the bill was to elimi-
nate the “unwarranted exten-
sion” of the concept of execu-
tive privilege and to make a
“smail breach in the wall of
secrecy behind which the Ad-{
ministration has barricaded it-
self in matters relating to for-
eign policy in general, to our
war aims in Indochina in par-
ticular.”

Senator Fulbright noted that
at a recent closed-door com-
mittee hearing, Mr. Rogers,
whom he identified only as “a
high Administration official,”
had refused to answer the
“seminal question” of whether
the Administration intended to
withdraw all forces from Indo-
china regardiess of political
consequences or would with-
draw them only if anti-Commu-
nist governments were firmly
established in the area.
| “"The Administration’s refusal
to answer this question, he said
‘“means that the American peo-
iple are being committed to an
|open-ended, ‘undeclared uncon-
‘stitutional - war for unknown,
iclassified objectives.”

“We are entitled to more
than an answer,” he said. “As
citizens of a-Constitutional de-
are entitled,
through the electoral process
and through the legislative pro-
cess in Congress, to ratify or
reject a President’s proposed
course of action. He is not, in
the law. at liberty to make war
as he alone sees fit.”

It becomes impossible, how-
‘ever, he said, for Congress to
‘exercise its legislative role or
tits. Constitutional responsibili-
ities to declare war if the execu-
jtive branch is at liberty to

makers on grounds of executive
privilege. vgr
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THE WASHINGTON POST

Hill Report
Cites Greek

Repression

By Bernard D. Nossiter
Washington Post Staff Writer
Despite contrary claims by
the State Department, the
colonels’ regime in Greece is
| hot moving toward democracy
and continues on a course of
“intimidation” through politi-
cal arrests and brutality, a
Senate staff report concludes.
The report, prepared for the
Senate  Foreign
Committee and made public
‘| today, also includes these prin-
cipal findings:

Athens serves as an apologist
for the junta. A widespread
Greek belief that Washington
supports the regime is its
“greatest asset.”

® The Wnited States, how
ever, has achieved its declared
policy objectives in the mili
tary sphere thanks fo its
“large” program of weapons
aid.

The document was prepared
by James G. Lowenstein and
Richard M. Moose, committee
aides who spent a week in
Athens interviewing former
and present officials. The two

said they had been shadowed ,
for

by plainclothes police
much of the last three days of
their stay.

See GREEK, A8, Col. 2
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GREEK, From Al

Their
cludes:
“The policy of friendly per-
suasion (to move the junta to-

16-page study con-

‘|wards a constitutional state)

has clearly failed. The regime
has accepted the “friendship,
and the military assistarice, but
has ignored the persuasion. In-
deed, the regime seemnis tg
have been able to exert more
Jeverage on us with regard to
military assistance than we
have been able to exert on the

regime with regard to political
reform. We see no evidence
that this will not continue to
be the case.”

No Elections Seen

Prime Minister George Pa-
padopoulos, the paper notes,
has failed to implement the
new constitution “in most im-
portant respects.” Martial law
persists “as a tool of intimida-
tion.” The military continues
to make political arrests and
government leaders have said
there will be no elections “in
the foreseeable future.”

Official American state-

‘{ments that Athens is moving

toward a constitutional order
“seem incomprehensible to
many Greeks” and there are
reports of growing anti-Ameri-
canism.

Western  observers, the
paper says, believe torture has

“1lessened and perhaps disap-
are
{picked up without warrants,

peared. But civilians
held incommunicado for more
than 20 days, are probably
being “mishandled and even
brutally treated” and there
are cases of bastinado. This is
a form of interrogation in

which arrested persons are,

beaten on the soles of bare

~yfeet with bamhoo sticks until

(B

they talk or “confess.”
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| ‘The regime is supported, the

report continues, by the busi-
ness ¢ommunity, domestic and
foreign (American firms Aac-
count for 40 per cent of the
foreign investment since 1953,
the bxggt-st single share); and
by much of the army and the
church hierarchy, whose sal-
aries have been increased, It
is said to be opposed by intel-
lectuals, students, civil serv-
ants and professijonals.

On the key question of- the
peasants, the document is una-
ble to conclude whether they
support thie colonels, oppose
them or are apathetic.

-The study notes what it
calls a paradox: the Voice of
America broadcasts about de-
mocracy to Eastern Europe
from transmitters in Greece
“where the radio is completely
controlled by a regime which
has no elected parliament and
denies many fundamental ¢ivil
liberties.” .

Role as Apologist

Throughout the paper, Am-
bassador Henry Tasca’s mis-
sion is pictured as an apolo-
gist for the regime, more con-
cerned with its “image than
with the substance . . . quick
to praise .. . slow to criticize.”
The embassy is reported to
talk of political prisoners re-
leased but fails to count those
newly arrested, speaks in “al-
most -~ lyrical terms” . of
the Greek economy and “tends
read more into the regime’s
statements than the regime in-

tends or than is warranted on
the basis of performance.”

The State Department’s
Public Affairs Office is also
taken to task for a “reference”
paper it published in January.
According to the Foreign Re-
lations staff report, the State
Department document under-
states the number of political
prisoners, misleadingly sug-
gelsts that . the constitution is
in force and inaccurately im-
plies that no torture has taken
place.

Nevertheless, the staff aides
do not recommend a re-imposi-
tion of the embargo that de-
nied the regime some heavy
military weapons until it was
lifted last September. The re-
port notes that even during
the three-year embargo, mili-
tary shipments from Washing-
ton to Athens averaged $106.9
million annually against only

.$95.2 million in the three pre-

ceding years of democratic

rule.

The report notes that NATO
and American military men
regard Greece as occupying a
strategic flank and concludes
that “Greek cooperation on
military matters (in the Mid-
dle East) has been satisfac-
tory” to the limited extent
that it has been tested.

The State Department, in a
brief comment on the report,
noted recent official statements:
of U.S. disappointment in the;
pace of democratization ini
Greece. :
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REPORT ON GREECE

Senate Investigators Charge
State Department Misled
ltself and Congress

By JOHN W. FINNEY
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, March 4 —
A report to the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee contended
today that the State Department
had misled itself—and in the
process Congress—about the
willingness of the military junta
iin Athens to restore constitu-
‘tional democracy in Greece.
The report argued that the
State Department and the
United States Embassy in
Greece had given too much
credence to statements by the
junta that parliamentary gov-
ernment would be restored and
had then given away their poli-
tical leverage when the em-
bargo on American arms ship-
ments was lifter last year.
Instead of pushing the regime

toward constitutional govern-!

ment, the report found, the
{United States has now got it-
self into the position of seem-
ing to support the junta, with
the State Department and the
:embassy  issuing misleading

!Continued on Page 6, Column 1

AGGUSES U.5. AIDES
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statements about the progress

seing made toward restora-
tion of democratic government.
The report, made public to-
day by the committee, was
submitted by two staff mem-
hers—James G. Lowenstein and
Richard M.oose, two former
Foeeign Service officers—who
#arlier this year were ordered
to make a fact-finding trip to
Greece to review the political
situation and the Nixon Admin-
istration's decision to resum
arms shipments, ;
Two Report Being Trailed
During( the last three days
of their * week-long" stay in
Greece, the two repofted, they
wera-. trailed by plainclothes
policemen in cars and on foot
and were followed to the air-
port as:they left. Apparently
1he ‘police:surveillance was im-
posed after.the Greek Govern-
ment : found, that the two, in
addition to talking with Gov-
ernment ‘and émbassy officials,
were ‘alsd .consulting with op-
position leaders.'", . .
The generally critical report
may set the ‘stage for hearings
on Adminjstration- padlicy to-

ward Greecé by: the committee, |!

which is also considering sum-
moning Henry Tasca, the
United States Ambassador in
Athens, for testimony.

In general, the report was
more critical of the embassy
than it was of the State De-
partment, and there were sug-
gestions in the report that a
split has developed between
the embassy and Greek-affairs
officers in the State Depart-
ment over the desirability of:
lifting the arms embargo and
the willingness of the junta to
move toward constitutional
government.

The “general attitude” of the
embassy, the report said, “is
defensive about the regime—
quick to praise during the
period before the embargo was
lifted but slow to criticize now
that the embargo has ended
and the regime is in default on
its assurances.

“The embassy,” it said, “ap-
pears to have operated on the.
assumption that the regime was
sincere in jts declared intention
to return to parliamentary
government” by the end of
1970,

Silent on Arrests

Now that the junta is in
default on such assurances, the
report said, the embassy “not
only rationalizes the lack of
progress but often appears to
be more concerned with the
regime’s ‘image’ than with the
substance of its actions.”

A-RDP73B00296R000200030068-3

The report noted that the
embassy, in support of the re-
gime, “refers to. the. release of
detainees” but make nho men-
tion of the fact that political
arrests are spill continuing. The|
two investigator$®:said - that
they had heard of the arrest of
40 to 180 persons since last
November, when. “the new
wave of arrests apparently be-|:
gan.” . ‘

Ag “an example of an -ap-
parent pro-junta attitude, the:
report, pointed-to a: ““faet sheet'’|
issued by the State Depant-
ment, presumably on the: basis
of repofts from thé embassy.
that contains “the remprkable;
sentence’ that “with minor ex-|
ceptions, all institutional laws
necessary to-put into force.the
Constitution were promuigated)
by the end of 1970 as pledged |
by the Greck Government.”

In point of fact, the report
said,”. “the "Cofistitution is: by
no means yet in effect; elec-
tions have .notbeen scheduled
or even promised and martial|!
law ig still in effect supersed-|:
ing the guarantces of due. proc-
ess for which the Constitution
proviggg® L0 T

‘Cool- bt Cortect! Reception |
Special to The New York Times
ATHENS, ‘March. 4 —= The
two-man Senate fact-finding
mission. was. given a, “caol but
correct” reception by officials
here, ~ where the pro-Govern-

ment press oftén refers to Sena-
tor J. W. Fulbright, chairman of
the Senate- Foreign Relations||
Comnrpittee, as a Communist
fellow-traveler .for. criticizing
the Greek junta.

Althaush the two -investiga-
tors - appdaremuy applied fn
advance for appointments with
top leaders, they were seen:
only by Education Minister
Nikitas Sioris, Press Under|
Secretary George Georgalas,|’
and Foreign Under Secretary
Christian =~ Xanthopoulos-Pala-
mas.

Opponents of the junta were
reported to have complained
that their contacts with the
United States Embassy here
were sparse. The more inflexi-|
ble among them accused the
United States of forsaking its
democratic : principles by back-
ing the Greek regime ‘unre-
servedly in order to pratect’its|
strategic: position in the area..

The, two investigators inter-
viewed ‘Alexandros. Dimitsas,
president: of the Council of
State, 'the. natipn’s highest
administrative tribunal, which
has often challenged the junta’s
abuse of authority.

RE

They sought information on
the number of Greeks—esti-
mated at 40 to 120-—arrested
since Nov. 28 and held incom-
municado in evident defiance
of the habeas corpus provisions
of the Constitution. The restora-
tion of the provisions by Pre-
mier Padadopoulos in April
last year weighed in the United
States decision to resume ifull |-
military aid. © = ¢ ’ ‘

On Feb. 20, the Greek Gov-
ernment maintained that no
amount of pressuré’ from  the;
United States would influence
its political course at home.
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Fulbright, in Senate, Defends
Rogers Position on Middle East

By JOHN W. FINNEY

Speclal to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, March 23 —
Senator J. W. Fulbright came
to the defense of Secretary of
State William P. Rogers today'
against Senate critics who
charged that the Secretary was’
undermining Israeli interests in
a Middle East settlement.

The sight of Mr. Fulbright,
Democrat of Arkansas, on the
Senate floor to defend rather
than criticize Mr. Rogers was
unusual in itself. But just as
unexpected was the sight of
Mr. Fulbright, joined by Sena-
tor George D. Aiken of Ver-
mont, the ranking Republican
on the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, engaging in a some-
times testy exchange on. the
floor with the pro-Israeli bloc
in the Senate.

& A group of Senators, led by
Jacob K. Javits, Republican of
New York and Henry M. Jack-
son, Democrat -of Washington,
had organized a campaign to
attack Mr. Rogers’s recently
stated position that Israel
should withdraw from occupied
Egyptian territory in réturn for
international security* guaran-
tees, :

Mr. Javits suggested that Mr.
Rogers was indulging in irrele-
vant 19th-century diplomacy in
thinking that Israel’s. security
could be guargnteed by the
gréat powers rather than by
defensible geographical boun-
dries. L

Jackson Goes Further

In his prepared speech, Mr.'
Jackson .went .even further,
suggesting that Mr. Rogers was
“courting disaster” in proffer-
ring a plan that would force
Israel back to “vulnerable bor-
ders” and ‘then include the So-
viet Union in an international
peace force. Contending that
the central issue in the Middle
East was.a United States-Soviet
confrontation, the Senator said,
“We should be tr%ring to get
the Russians out of the Middle
East, not designing plans to dig
them in.” o
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.- Participating in the campaign
led by Senator Javits and Sen-
ator Jackson were Democratic
nators - Abraham A. Ribicoff
of Connecticut, Hubert H. Hum-
phrey of Minnesota, and Hugh
Scott. of Pennsylvania, the Re-
publican leader. All of them had
attended a breakfast meeting
at the Capitol last Friday with
#Abba Eban, the Israeli Foreign
Minister, )
. When Senator Aiken heard
th_g anti-Rogers tone of the
c@hpalgs, he sent an urgent
note to Senator Fulbright, who
wds attending a briefing of the
Foreign, Relations Committee
by the Director of Central In-
telligence, Richard Helms, in-
forming him “tHey are tearing
the Secretary apart on the

Middle East, ¢come on up and
help.” ’ :

Mr. Rogers, who has been
ismarting ever - since Senator
Stuarty Symington, Democrat of
Missoutj, suggested that he had
become’ a laughingstock on
the Washington cocktail circuit,
was also active on its own
behalf. When he read in the
Congressional’ "~ Record  this
morning that the campaign was
planned, according to Senate
sources, he called Senators
Javits and. Senator Jackson,
seeking to explain his position.
Mr. Rogers’s legislative -as-
sistant, David Abshire, .mean-
while, was- calling ‘other Sena-
tors, seeking  to. rallysupport
for the State Departinent’s po-
sition. - - ot

Fullbright Protests.

The ekchange flared “un-
expectedly. As has deen their
custom 'in the *past, the pro-
Israeli: Senators were engaging
in a series 0f exchanges: de-
fending the Israeli -7position.
Senatar Javits® Wwas . about
to begin his three-page speech|
criticizing Mr. - Rogers’s ap-
proach to a Middle East settle-

g

i Mr. Javits_ was ho tore thanl|
three. paragraphs -into his|
speech before Mr. Fulbright

'was on his feet to protest that

-IMr. Rogers-was pursuing a

“correct” and “wise” policy
and to suggest that the pur-
;pose of the campaign was. to
iexert political pressure on the
‘Administration to retreat.

“The principal reason that
there has been no progress on
a negotiated settlement,” Sena-
tor. Fulbright told Senator Ja-
vits, “is the helief on the part
of Israel that the United States
and the Senate will back it, no
matter what position it takes.

“Its attitude is most unfortu-
nate, because I do not see any
possibility of a negotiated

believes we are ‘completely at
its disposal,” Mr. Fulbright said.
Javits’s Voice Rises

He went on to warn that Is-
rael should not “take the United
States so much for granted.”

“At the moment they do have
the influence in Congress to
support - them,” he said, “but
if they create the impression of

“|being too determined not to

negotiate, they run a great risk
of losing the support they
heretofore had.”

As the cxchange continued,
Senator Javits's ‘voige rose to
the point that Senator Fulbright
broke in to express the hope
that the: issue could be dis-
cussed without becoming “too
emotional.” '

“I am not getting emotional,”
Senator Javits said as he pro-

ment.

tested that Senator Fulbrlx)gh_t‘
was_presenting “a completely
one-sided position.” -

settlement so long as Israel]
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Pentagon Indicates Laos Incursion

-

| Did Not Precisely Meet Its Schedule

A Defense Department
ispokesman 8said yesterday that
ithe South Vietnamese incur-
ision into Laos might have
|lasted longer had the Com-
munist not offered so much
resistance. But, he said, the
operation might have been
even shorter than it was if the
resistance had been stiffer.

“Obviously, the enemy’s re-
actions have some influence
on the course of a battle,” said
-|Jerry W. Freidheim.

This seemed to represent a
morc flexible administration
approach to characterizing the
course of the incursion. It con-
trasted with previous adminis-
-|tration insistence that every-
thing was going strictly ac-
-leording to schedule.

Friedheim insisted, however,,
that the operation was still

within the general schedul

said the South Vietnames

five to eight weeks. It ha
heen about six weeks since it
started. Some administration
sources have said that it was
to continue until about May 1,
the start of the monsoon sea-
son.

Senate  Majority Leader
Mike Mansfield said ycsterday
he had understood that the
South Vietnamese would re-
main in Laos until May 1 and
that the current withdrawal is
“hasty.” The Ho Chi Minh
Trail will be back into opera-
tion soon, before the rains

me, he said.

Two other Democratic Sena-

tors, Stuart W, Symington

guidelines assigned to it. Hej (Mo.) and J. W. Fullbright

(Ark.) complained after a

had told Defense Secretary}briefing of the Senate Foreign
Melvin R. Laird in January] Relations Committee by
that the operation would last]chief Richard C. Helmis that

what they are being told now
differs from what officials told
them in another briefing in
carly February.

‘Based on the earlier brief-
ing,” Fulbright said, “I did not
expect the operation tc be as
serious or as costly as it
turned out to be.” He ques-
tioned whether the results
achieved were worth the ef-
fort. -

“If the briefings we were
given in the first part of Feb-
ruary were right,” Symington
said, “they’re certainly not
going according to plan the
last few days.”
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ROGERS 70 BRIEF
‘SENATORS TODAY

Mideast Will Be Discussed
in an Unusual Meeting

By TAD SZULC
Hpeclal to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, March 24 —
Secretary of State Rogers is
to meet with the Senate in
closed session tomorrow to ex-
plain United States policy in
the Middle East,

The meeting, described by
State Department and Senate
historians as the first of its
kind since World War 1II, was
proposed by Mr. Rogers to the
Senate Majority Leader, Mike
Mansfield of Montana, and is to
be hield under the joint auspices
of Senator Mansfield and the
Minority Leader, Hugh Scott of
Pennsylvania.

Mr. Mansfield’s office said to-
day that all the Senators had
been advised of the meeting
but that it would not be known
until the last moment how
many would be present.

Yesterday there was angry
debate on the Senate floor in
which Senator J. W. Fulbright,
the Arkansas Democrat who is
Chairman of the Foreign Re-
lations Committee, joined with
Senator George D. Aiken, Ver-
mont Republican, defending Mr.
Rogers's middle Eastern policies
against criticism by Senator
Jacob K. Javits, Republican of
New York, and Senator Henry
M. Jackson, Democrat of Wash-
ington.

Fulbright Defends Rogers

During yesterday’s debate,
Mr. Fulbright, a frequent critic
of the Administration’s foreign
policies, rose to defend Mr.

. Rogers fram charges that the

State Department was courting
disaster by seeking to force
israel to withdraw to the bor-
ders before the 1967 Middle
East war in order to obtain a
peace seftlement

Cotomg c

..........

State Department officials
said, however, that Mr. Rogers’s
suggestion thet he brief the Sen|
ate on the Middle East was
made before yesterday’s debate.:

The State Department’s press:
officer, Charles W. Bray 3d,
said that WMr. Rogers had
volunteered to appear because
he was “anxious for the facts
of the situation to be avail-
able to members of the Senate.”

He said that Mr. Rogers
hoped to discuss tomorrow not
only the controversial question
of a peace-keeping force in
which the United States might
participate but all aspects of
the Middle Eastern crisis.

Interested in Exposure

But the State Department
made mo effort to dispel the
impression that Mr. Rogers
wanted to discuss the Middle
East with the Senators after
the Isracli Foreign Minister,
Abba Eban, had presented the
Israeli position at a breakfast
meeting Friday with 40 Sen-
ators.

The department also con-
ceded that Mr. Rogers, recently
accused in the Senate of falling
short fin his performance as
Secretary of State, was inter-
ested in gaining as much po-
litical exposure as possible.

Mr. Bray said that “it is
clear from the number of occa-
sions on which Mr. Rogers has
testified this year that he takes
his and the Department of
State’s relations with Congress
very seriously.”

On Saturday, the State De-
partment is to issue its annual
statement on foreign policy, a
month after President Nixon’s
message to Congress on the
State of the World.

Official historians said that
the last time they knew of a
meeting between a high-rank-
ing State Department official
and the Senate membership was
& wartime briefing by Dean
Acheson, then Under Secretary
of State. :

LY}
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Rogers:

It Was a
Slow Burn
But a
Good One

b .

WASHINGTON—It was galling
enpugh for Secretary of State
william P. Rogers to have Sena-
tors suggest he had become a
laughing stock on the Washing-
ton cocktail circuit because -
Henry Kissinger had displaced
him as the President’s chief for-
eign affairs adviser. But it be-
came :almost intolerable when
the Senate turned to Abba Eban,
Foreign Minister of Israel, for an
ekplanation of his policy in the
Middle East.

Out of those interrelated irri-
tants . an episode din personal
diplomacy developed last week
that enhanced the stature of Mr.
Rogers in the Senate, blunted the
outspokennegs, if not the influ-
ence, of the pro-Israeli faction in
Congress . and perhaps clarified
the Administration’s position on
a Middle East settlement.

"*The episode began on Friday
wiorning in the preceding week
when Mr. Eban, by prearrange-
mént with a Senate group that
included Senators Jacob K.
Javits of New York, Hugh Scott
6f Pennsylvania, Robert Dole of
Ransas, Henry M. Jackson of
Washington, Stuart  Symington
6fMissouri and Abraham Ribicoff
of* Connecticut, showed up on
Cipitol Hill for-a “coffee meet-
ifig.” Some 40 Senators attended.

w“Senator J. W, Fulbright of Ar-
kansas, chairman. of the Senate
Foteign - Relations Committee,
was to comment later that “it is
aicurious thing for the Foreign
Minister of Israel to come over
here -and usurp the function of
the Secretary of State.” The
g#sme thought apparently passed
theough the mind of Mr. Rogers,
who Friday afternoon made in-

conclusive overtures to Senator -

Javits that he be permitted a
‘ siﬁj‘i_larf audience. ;

Mr. Rogers’s indignation boiled
over Tuesday ‘morning when he
léatned that most of the Sena-
tots who had arranged the Eban
briefing had scheduled an ex-
dapge of speeches on the Sen-
ate’ floor to attack his Middle
East policy as undermining the
Israeli bargaining position. Sena-
tor Javits suggested Mr. Rogers
was indulging in “nineteenth

century diplomacy” in suggest- '

ing that geographical boundaties
were not as important to Israel’s
sédurity as international guaran-
tees. Senator Jackson accused
thé Secretary of “courting disas-
tér” by proposing an interna-

tional pedcekeeping force that

would ‘have “the effect of legi-
timizing' the Russian. military -
presence” in' the Middle East..

Through their comments ran the
theme — undoubtedly reflecting
the Eban briefing—that the State
Department was pressuring Is-
rael to withdraw to
boundaries before it even got into
negotiations with the Arabs.

Mr. Rogers called the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee to
ask Senator Fulbright and Sena-
tor George D. Aiken of Vermont,

the r_imking Republican, to come "
to his defense on the Senate .

floor, which they promptly did.
Across the aisle, Senator Ful-
bright told Senator Javits that

there would never be a negoti-

ated settlement if there “is the
bélief on the part of Israel that
the United States and the Sen-
ate will back it, no matter what
position it takes.”

Mr. Rogers also said in his
telephone call that “jt was pass-
ing strange that 40 Senators turn
up to hear the Israeli Foreign
Minister and only half a dozen
Senators come to hear the Secre-
tary of State before the Foreign
Relations Cemmittee, and :even
then Senator Javits comeés in
late.” -
The cxchange on.the Senate
floor was no sooner over:than
David Abshire, Mr. Rogers's: Con-
gressional aide, went to the of-
Jice: of Senate Majority ‘Leader
Mike Mansfield to ask: “De you
think the Senators would be in-
terested in-a meeting with the.
Secretary of State to answer any
questions they might have on

Mideast policy?”
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“I think - they would be de-
lighted,” * " responded = Senator
Mansfield, who suggested that
Mr. Abshire check with Senator
Scott, the Republican leader, so
that the invitations could be ex-
tended on a bipartisan basis.
“Scott is willing,” Mr. Abshire
reported back, and the next day
all the Senators were invited to a
briefing by the Secretary—-the
first such occasion since Secre-
tary of State Dean Rusk briefed
the Sénate on the 1967 Arab-Is-
racli war. Sixty Senators at-
tended. - . '
Secretary’s Position

In the 90-minute meeting, Mr.
Rogers apparently succeeded in
mollifying his critics by .assuring
them that he was not.proposing
that Israel give up occupied Arab
territory before the negotiations
began or a peace settlement was
reached. Rather, he explained,
Israel was simply being urged to
accept - the principle of -with-
drawal to get the stalemated
negotiations under way. . -
.. The Secretary of State appar-
ently succeeded in fuzzing over
in the Senators’ minds some fun-
damental differences between the
United States and Israel, not the
least of which is the Israeli con-
cern that it would give away its
bargaining position if it accepted
in advance the Rogérs principle
of total withdrawal from Egyp-
tian territory. In the process, Mr.
Rogers, perhaps, lifted some of
his pressure on Israel to accept
the principle, which probably
was Mr. ‘Eban's objective all
along.” = I .

Whatever the impact on the
diplomatic negotiations, Mr. Rog-
ers, who has staked his prestige
on the Middle East, increased his
personal stature as Secretary of
State. As ‘the meeting ended,
Senator Mansfield arose to say
that “the Senate was honored to
have the President’s chief foreign
policy adviser meet with us on
an issue of such overriding im-
portance.”
. ~JOHN W. FINNEY
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Laos Move
Called Fatlure
By Fulbright

By Spencer Rich
Washington Post Staff Writer

Senate Foreign Relations
Committee Chairman T
ulbright (D-Ark.) said yester-
day that the American-backed
move into Laos by South Viet-
nam failed to achieve five key
military objectives outlined in
secret testimony by top admin-
istration officials on Feb. 9.
Fulbright, in a new assault
clearly signaling the end of an
informal fruce over the Laos
issue between Senate doves
and the administration, said
- official claims that the Laos
" operation “went according to
plan” represent “either a mas-
" give deception of the Ameri-
can people, or . . . a massive
misjudgment on the part of
: our. p011t1ca1 or military lead-
- ers.”
: The Feb. 9 briefing was con-
" ducted by Secretary of State
William P. Rogers and a Joint
.. Chiefs of Staff aide, Lt. Gen.
"« John W. Vogt Jr., a day after
- | the Laos operation began. De-
spite efforts by Fulbright, it
has not been declassified.
On the basis on what the
| committee was told then, Ful-
bright said in a floor speech
on the Laos operation, “I
know it did not go according
to plan.” In at least five re-
spects, he indicated, the objec-
| tives set forth then have not
‘| been met.

See FULBRIGHT, AlS, Col, 1

¢

FULBRIGHT, From Al

. Fulbright said that on the
basis of information brought
out at the briefing, the Ameri-
can people were entitled to de-
mand that, before claiming
success, the administration
provide “clear and unequivo-
cal answers” to the following
questions about the opera-
tion’s objectives and whether
they had been met:

® “One, was the concept of
the operation in Laos to pro-
ceed in and beyond Sepone
and to establish blocking posi-
tions on the main intersec-
tions of Routes 91, 11, 92 and
23?7

® “Two, was it hoped that
the operation would prevent
the flow of supplies south
through the remainder of the
dry period by maintaining
these blocking points while
the good weather period
lasted, that is, until May 1?”

® “Three, was it believed
that the enemy had no capa-
bility for providing major re-
Inforcements to threaten seri-
ously the South Vietnamese
forces in Laos and that conse-
quently no major threat would
develop to the operation?”

¢ “Four, was it planned that
South Vietnamese forces
would be in the Sepone area
within the first weeks of the

o;ﬁeratioﬁ and 'would then fahh

out and establish blocking po-
sitions which would be sup-
plied, reequipped, and main-
tained for an extended period
of time?”

e “Fjve, was it hoped that
the enemy supplies to South
Vietnam could be completely
cut off so that North Vietnam-
ese forces in South Vietnam
and Cambodia would die on
the vine?”

Calling upon Rogers to de-| 8
classify the Feb. 9 briefing
transcript so that the adminis-
tration’s claims of success in
the Laos operation could be
measured against the goals set
forth in advance, Fulbright
said that since the operation
started, “criticism of the Lao-
tian move has been muted,”
but now that it is over, “the
time has now come . . . to com-
ment upon the latest develop-
ments in Indochina.”

He said the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee had even de-
layed scheduling hearings on

“How 1o End the War” so as|

not to be divisive while the
Laos operation was on.

u(;r;uid be the centerpiece of a

major congressional Dbattle
over Indochina policy.
_ Fulbright’s blast at adminis-

tration credibility over Laos,

the decision to proceed with,

the hearings, and a statement

by Senate Majority Leader)
(D-Mont.)|

Mike  Mansfield

Monday expressing doubt that ;

the administration is still

adhering to the basic princi-|
ples of the Nixon Doctrine—'

all these signal that the brief
Senate truce on the war is
ended.

Asked whether Rogers had
requested the committee to
withhold its eriticism while
the Laos operation was in
progress and whether mem-
bers had agreed, Fulbright
said, “Well, hope was ex-
pressed that there would be
little criticism ... there was
no formal agreement.” But
now, he indicated, any such
agreement was ended with the
end of the Laos operation.

The committee decided yes-

terday, however, to go ahead
with those hearings after
Easter. They will touch on
proposals for a complete end

of the war by Dec. 31, and
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EARINGSON AR

Committee Sessions Due on
‘How to End’ Conflict—
Senate Truce Over

By JOHN W.FINNEY |
special to The- New York Tjmes. ‘
WASHINGTON, March 30—!
The Senate Foreign Relations’
Comypittee, Signanng an énd to
/the truce in the Indo-China
idebate, decided today to push
.ahead with public hearings on
§“how to end the war.”
i In telling the Sepate of the
|committee’s decision, Senator
\J. W. Fulbright, its chairman,
!charged that the Nixon Admin-
listration was guilty of either
“massive deception” or “mas-
sive misjudgmen:t”——'a-nd per-
‘haps both-—in the American-
supported South Vietnamese in-
vasion of Laos. : |
Citing the five principal ob-!
jectives that he contended the!
Admimistration had - laid down
for the operation in & Feb. 9
briefing of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, Senator
Fulbright suggested that none
had been achieved and that the
operation had been based on
miscalculations  about the
strength and reaction of North
Vietnamese forces. |
At the suggestion of Repub-!
licans, who cited deference to.
{ the President, the comumittee
decided not to begin the “end
the war” hearings until after
Mr. Nixon announced his new
troop withdrawal schedule in
April. But aside from this ac-
commodation, it was apparent
that the Indochina debate was
about to resume in the Senate,
with perhaps greater vi
than ever being shown in chal-
lenging the Nizon Administra-
tion’s policies.
As Senator Fulbright ob-
served, the Foreign Relations
Committee—the center of the
Vietnam
ate—has been “muted” since
the operations in Laos began in

‘early February, partly +be-
Aﬁ’%%’veé For Release 2006/09/25 : CIA-RDP73B00296R0002000300
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Now that the operation is
over, Senator Fulbright said, he
had asked Mr. Rogers to de-
classify the briefing, but he|
obviously set forth the objec-’
tives presented the committee
in asking the Administration to
answer the following questions
in “clear and unequivocal
language.”

g“was the concept of the
operation in Laos to proceed
in and beyond Tchepone and to
establish blocking positions on
'the main intérsections of Routes
91, 11, 92 and 23?

€“Ws it hoped that the oper-
\ation would prevent the flow
'of supplies south trough the
remainder of the dry period
by maintaining these blocking
points while the good weather
period lasted? That is, until

May 1?

4“Was It belived that the
enemy had no capabllity for
providing major reinforcements
to threaten seriously the South
Vietnamese forces in Laos and
that = consequently 1o major
threat would develop to the

operation?

Q“Was it planned that South
Vietnamese forces would be in
the Tcheione area with the

first weeks of the operatian

and would then fan out and
ggipblish blocking _positiont
anwampn st m—

——

which would be supplied, re-
equipped and maintained for
an e‘g:tended perlod of time?
8“Wgs it hoped that the
enemy Supplies to South Viet-
namcould be completely cut off
so that North Vietnamese
?;itflfo &_n Soutllx Vietnam and
ia woul i

Cams d die on the
Most of these objectives

been discussed in Jthe preslgagg
the basis of backﬁround brief-
ings given by the Pentagon
and the military command in

Saigon shortly after the start

it did not god according to

Senator Fulbright noted that o
Feb. 9—just as
Laos was beginning—the com-
mittee had been «
objectives of the operation by
; of State Rogers and
| {jeut. Gen. John W. Vogt Jr.,

director of the Joint Staff in

. Secretary

! the Pentagon.

the invasion o

briefed on the
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of the operation. The Adminis-
tration, however, has avoided
committing " itself publicly to
any specific objective- for the
.‘oper‘ation other than the gen-
eral goal of disrupting the en-
emy supply lines.

In.a background briefing on
Feb. 10, General Vogt told
newsmen that South Vietnam-
ese forces might proceed as far
wes‘tward as Route 23 in order
to “disrupt” the enemy supply
flow on the highway but not to
block it. He also cited Tchepone
as a principal target and men-
tioned the start of the rainy
season, about May 1, as a prob-
able date for ending theo pera-
tiom.

Today spokesmen at the
State and Defense Departments
declined immediate comment on
Senator Fulbright’s remarks.

On the basis of information
given to the committee, Sen-
ator Fulbright said, it was clear
that the questions he had
asked, “can be answered with
a simple yes or no.”

“"There remains only one
question to ask, and that is
will the Administration answer:
these questions in a straight-
forward manner or must the
American people be left to be-
lieve that the Laos operation
went_according to plan.”

1f ~ Administration officials

appear before the committee,
at the “end the war™ hearings,
these questions are certain to
be raised. But as conceived by
Senator Fulbright end other
committee members, the hear-
ings are not so much to coriti-
size the opeeration in Laos as
to put pressure on the Admin-
istration to withdraw all forces
from Vietnam.

. The focal point of the hear-
ings will be the various Viet-
nam resolutions that have been
iqtroduoed. These include a
bill by Senators George S, Mc-
Govern and Mark Hatfield that
would require total withdrawal
by the end of this year and an
a;nendment by Senators Wil-
liam B. Saxbe and Water F.
Mondale that would preclude
American support of a South
Vietnamese invasion of North
Vietnam.

Even among the critics of the
Indochina war there is little
hope that any of these resolu-
tions, which in various ways
‘would restrict the authority of
Ithe President, will be enacted.
But through public hearings on
the resolution, committee mem-
bers such as Senator Fullbright
pg to focus public attention,
and thus political pressure, on
the Administration in favor of
complete withdrawal.




